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Ms. Cynthia T. Brown oW ê < 
Chief of the Section of Administration, Office of Proceedings ^ro % 4 "̂ ^ 
Surface Transportation Board * . 
395 E Street, S.W. o a S « « ^ ' ° 
Washington, D. C. 20423 ^ 

RE: Docket No. AB-1022 (Sub-No. 1X), Arizona & California Railroad 
Company-Abandonment Exemption-in San Bernardino and Riverside 
Counties, CA (Between Rice and Ripley) 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

Enclosed for efiling by the Arizona & California Railroad Company ("ARZC") is 
a letter from the California Office of Historic Preservation ("CSAHPO") concluding that 
"Because there ai'c no historic properties present in the APE, I am able to concur with 
'No Historic Properties Affected' for the undertaking." ARZC Respectfully requests the 
removal of tlie historic condition. 

Pursuant to the decision in this proceeding served on June 30, 2009, abandonment 
was conditioned on 

(1 )(a) retain its interest in and take no steps to alter the historic integrity of 
all historic properties including sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
within the project right-of-way (the Area of Potential Efiect) that are 
eligible for listing or listed in the National Register of Historic Places until 
the Section 106 process ofthe National Historic Preservation Act, 16 
U.S.C. 470f, has been completed; (b) report back to SEA regarding any 
consultations with the California Office of Historic Preservation, 
Department of Parks and Recreation and the public; and (c) not file its 
consummation notice or initiate any salvage activities related to 
abandonment (including removal of tracks and ties) until the Section 
106 process has been completed and the Board has removed diis 
condition. 

ARZC has not altered the hisioric integrity of any historic properties. Pursuant to 
the attached letter from the CASHPO, ARZC has completed consultation with the 
CASHPO, and by this letter, ARZC is reporting back to SEA as to the 
consultations with CASHPO. Having complied with the above-quoted condition 
and received a statement from the CASHPO that there ai-e "No Historic Properties 
AiTected," ARZC respectfully requests the Board to remove condition 1 that was 
imposed in the decision served on June 30, 2009. 
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Ms. Cynthia T. Brown 
February 24,2010 

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions please call or email me. 

Sinccrclyj-yoursx 

^ -^^.•'^ Louis E^itomer 
"̂ "̂  Allo)*ricy for Arizona & California Railroad 

Company 
Enclosure 

Cc: Ms. Rutson 
Mr. McFarland 
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4 February 2010 

Reply To: STB090519A 

Louis E. Gitomer 
The Adams Building, Suite 301 
600 Baltimore Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204-4022 

Re: Docket No. AB-1022 (Sub-No. IX), Arizona & California Railroad Company-Abandonment 
Exemption, San Bernardino and Riverside Counties (Between Rice and Ripley), CA 

Dear Mr. Gitomer: 

Thank you for your letter of 25 June 2009 on behalf of the Surface Transportation Board (STB) 
Initiating consultation for the above referenced undertaking in order to comply with Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and" its implementing regulation at 36 CFR Part 
800. With this submittal you have requested I review the information for compliance with 
Section 106. 

As I presently understand it, the undertaking consists of abandonment and salvage of tracks 
and materials of the Arizona & California Railroad line between Rice and Ripley in San 
Bernardino and Riverside Counties. As indicated in the Environmental and Historic Report the 
only structures on the line are culverts. 

STB concluded that none of culverts were eligible for inclusion in the NRHP and the line itself 
does not maintain sufficient integrity. 

Because there are no historic properties present in the APE, I am able to concur with "No 
Historic Properties Affected" for the undertaking. 

Thank your for considenng historic properties in your planning process. If you have any 
questions, please contact Amanda Blosser of my staff at (916) 654-7372 or e-mail at 
.'!ll!.0.̂ :S?-r(£i!P.'""''.'>-tisi-4JQv-

Sincerely, 

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

MWD:ab 
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